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2. 261 Proposal for Requiring Instructor~ Written Approval for Students 
to Add Courses after Instruction Has Begun. (Memo from Robert 
Leahy, 2/25/80) Docketed in regular order. Docket 211. 
OLD/NEW BUSINESS 
3. Request from Dr. Ray Kuehl for the Senate to reconsider the rule 
pertaining to "creditable service" in the emeritus policy. Policy 
remains as approved at previous meeting. 
DOCKET 
4. 260 210 Proposal for Laboratory Experiences Requirement (College 
of Natural Sciences 2/20/80). Returned to petitioner with request 
for additional information and docwnentation. 
5. 261 211 Proposal for Requiring Instructor's Written Approval for 
Students to Add Courses after Instruction Has Begun. (Memo from 
Robert Leahy. 2/25/80). Defeated. 
The University FacultySenatewas called to order at 3:07p.m., March 10, 1980, 
in the Board Room by Chairperson Tarr. 
Present: Abel, J. Alberts, Cawelti, D. Davis, Geadelmann, R. Gish, Hollman, 
G.A. Hovet, Metcalfe, Schurrer, Schwarzenbach, D. Smith, Tarr, 
Wiederanders, J. F. Harrington (ex officio) 
Alternates: Dotseth for Millar, Hoff for TePaske 
Absent: Evenson, Gillette, M. B. Smith, Thomson, Vajpeyi 
Members of the press were requested to identify themselves. Kathy Armstrong 
of the Northern Iowan was in attendance. 
1. Vice President and Provost Martin rose and addressed the Senate. He 
indicated that the Academic Planning Seminar will be held on campus 
April 16 in conjunction with the Board of Regents meeting. Dr. Martin 
stated that the Doctorate of Education will probably not be considered 
at the April meeting ~ecause the consultants would like to see the results 
of the self-studies done at the other two universities. He stated h~ 
felt the Doctorate of Education would come to the Board at the May meeting. 
Dr. Martin introduced Dr. Lott who spoke to the Senate concerning the 
awarding of Purple and Old Gold Awards. Dr. Lott indicated that the 
stipend of $25 which was authorized in 1939 has recently been raised to 
$50. Dr. Lott indicated that he planned to propose a change in the minimum 
gradepointaverage standard used to determine Purple and Old Gold Awards. 
He indicated that currently one out qf every three seniors meet the 
grade point criterion for a Purple and Old Gold Award. 
Senator Geadelmann inquired as to the nature and purpose of the Academic 
Planning Seminar. Dr. Martin indicated that it was an attempt on the 
university's part to identify to the Board of Regents the university's 
long range academic planning. Dr. Martin stated that copies of the summary 
of the report would be avaitable to members of the Faculty Senate. 
Calendar 
2. 261 Proposal for Requiring Instructor's Written Approval for Students 
to Add Courses After Instrt~tion Has Begun (memo from Robert Leahy, 
2/25/80). 
G. A. Hovet moved, Geadelmann seconded, to do~ket in regular order. 
Motion passed. Docket #211. 
Old/New Business 
3. The Senate had before it the following correspondence: 
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U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa so6 13 
~1arch 6, 1980 
Dr. John Tarr, Chair 
University Senate 
University of Northern Iowa 
Cedar Falls, Iowa 50613 
Dear Dr. Tarr: 
I have received the mi.nutes of the University Senate meeting held on Monday, 
February 25, 1980. The meeting was devoted to a discussion of a report from 
the Committee on Professor Emeritus status for faculty and staff. 
The Senate approved the proposed rules, as amended, for faculty and staff to be 
awarded emeritus status. The purpose of this letter is to question the merits 
of the first criterion to be considered for emeritus status: The rule, as 
adopted by the Senate, reads as follows: 
1. The term "emeritus" be used to designate those members of the 
faculty, institutional officials, and professional/scientific 
staff who have terminated permanent employment at the University 
of Northern Iowa as a result of retirement and have a minimum of 
twenty years of creditable service in higher education. 
I have applied the rule to two hypothetical situations: 
1. Faculty member "A" joined the staff at UNI (then Iowa State College) in 
1955 with the rank of assistant professor. In 1965, faculty member "A" was pro-
moted to the rank of assoc:iate professor. Faculty member "A" decides to retire 
in 1985 with the rank of associate professor and 30 years of creditable UNI 
service. According to the rule, Faculty member ''A" would be eligible for emeritus 
status provided she/he has met all of the other criteria. Prior to joining the 
UNI faculty, faculty member "A" taught for ten years in a public school. 
2. Faculty member "B" joined the staff at UNI in the Fall of 1966. She/he had 
twenty years of public school work prior to joining the UNI staff; 15 of the 20 
years were devoted to teaching and school administration. Faculty member "B" is 
promoted to associate professor rank and finally to the rank of professor before 
deciding to retire at the conclusion of the 1984-85 academic year, with 19 years of 
creditable UNI service. Faculty member "B" would not be eligible for emeritus 
status since she would not have a total number of 20 years of creditable years of 
service. 
In my judgment, the rule requiring 20 years of creditable service in higher education 
to be considered for emeritus status is unfair to those who served a number of 
years in the public schools and had some of those years accepted by the university 
as creditable service for salary purposes. 
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Page 2. 
Dr. John Tarr 
March 6, 1980 
I respectfully request that the University Senate reconsider its action of 
February 25 on the rule pertaining to creditable service. It is recommended 
that the University Senate accept 15 years of creditable UNI service instead 
of 20 years. 
Respectfully yours, 
£~1~ 
Office of Student Field Experiences 
RK/ah 
c: L. Schwarzenbach 
All Senators 
Dr. Kuehl rose and addressed the Senate. He indicated that he felt 
there were a number of people who come to the university from public 
or private secondary schools who have substantial years of experience 
but who could not be considered for emeritus status based on the 
criteria of 20 years in higher education. 
Chairperson Tarr indicated there were two issues involved, 1) What 
service counts as years in higher education? and 2) Are creditable 
years for emeritus status the same as creditable years used in 
salary placement? 
Vice Chairperson Schurrer indicated that the revised form will allow for 
c~ses of outstanding people to be considered. She stated she felt 20 
years in higher education was a valid criterion. 
Senator Schwarzenbach stated that if the awarding of emeritus status is 
honorific then itneeds to be something more than just granted when an 
individual reaches retirement age. He stated there is a judgement of 
creditable experience by superiors: 1) Is it creditable?; 2) Does it 
have relationship to higher edqcation? 
D. Smith moved, Geadelmann. seconded, to add as the last sentence to 
Item 1 of the emeritus status report, "Exceptions to these normative 




Senator Schwarzenbach inquired if all exceptions would be granted. He 
asked if this amendment takes away the honorary concept of the title. 
Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington indicated that the applicant will 
be asked to identify on the application form the service the individual 
feels qualifies as creditable experience. 
Senator D. Smith stated that he felt that the Senate would make exceptions 
and that it was best to face that fact and to state if forthright~y. Vice 
Chairperson Schurrer stated that she felt if the Senate indicated they 
would make exceptions then that action would promote additional applications 
seeking exception. 
Question on the motion to amend was called. The motion to amend failed on 
the division of 7 yes and 8 no. 
4. 260 210 Proposal for Laboratory Experiences Requirement (College of 
Natural Sciences,2/20/80). The Senate had before it the following 
communication: (see Pages 6, 7, and 8) 
Vice Chairperson Schurrer moved, D. Smith seconded, that the Senate 
recommends that all students be required to have a course which has 
laboratory experiences prior to receiving any undergraduate degree 
from the University of Northern Iowa. 
Senator Metcalfe inquired as to the effect this resolution would have 
on the length of the general education program. 
Senator Wiederanders believed that students in most academic fields 
have laboratory experience as part of their major or minor. 
Senator Hoff stated he felt that this resolution was of a special interest 
nature. He stated he did not feel the Senate could legislate in this matter. 
He stated that studies show that students do not actually receive an ideal 
lab experience in so-called lab courses. 
Senator Dotseth indicated that this resolution did not limit the lab 
experience to one offered by the College of Natural Science. He stated he 
felt it was vital for students to have an experience where they are allowed 
to analyze without being prodded. He questioned how many students get this 
experience at UNI? He stated he felt too many students were not receiving 
the benefits of this form of instruction. 
Senator Wiederanders stated he felt this would be an excellent research project 
for somebody to undertake and stated that he would like to have more inform-
ation before additional consideration was given to this topic. 
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U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa so613 
Department of Earth Science 
AREA 319 273-2759 
February 15, 1980 
Professor John T~rr, Chairperson 
Faculty Senate 
University of Northern Iowa 
Dear Professor Tarr: 
Attached is a resolution and supporting rationale concerning a 
requirement that all undergraduates have a laboratory experi~nce 
before receiving a degree from UN!. Our discussion was initiated 
when we discovered that students could fulfill their general educ~­
tion requirements without ever having a laboratory experience. 
The CNS Senate discussed this issue for several months and ~he 
attached motion is the result of these delibrations. Our Senate 
felt that it was_ ,not acceptable for an undergraduate to never have 
had a labor·atory experience. However, we did not feel that this 
experience · ne~essairly h&d to be in courses offered within the 
College ~f ·Natural Sciences or that this experience had to be in a 
general education course. Our concern is that UNI undergraduates 
receive this training before receiving an undergraduate degree 
from UNI. The CNS Senate requests that this motion be endorsed 
and implemented by the Faculty Senate. I would be pleased to answer 
any questions the Senators may have. 
Sincerely, 
~'7U// / ttl /Z~-1 







The Senate of the College of Natural Sciences strongly 
recommends that all students be required to have a course which 
has laboratory experiences prior to receiving any undergraduate 
degree from the University of Northern Iowa. This course does 
not need to be offered in the College of Natural Sciences. 
Rationale 
Why a Laboratory Experience 
There are many expectations among those who seek and those who 
confer a degree in liberal arts. Among the former group, the most 
pressing expectation is perhaps a job or admission to graduate schoo~. 
Among the latter group, the most important expectation ~y be the 
attainment of a certain level of proficiency in some scholastic area. 
However, both of these expectations should be of secondary importance 
to a more fundamental concern for a well trained mind. The acquisition 
of facts in a scholastic area is an important and necessary intellectual 
endeavor at all levels of education but the more overriding necessity 
is a trained intellect. A trained intellect can acquire facts 
on its own. Too often,our undergraduates have obtained most of their 
facts from lectures where it has been said that knowledge is transmitted 
from the notes of the professor to the notes of the student without 
going through the minds of either. Much of this is undoubtedly true 
and perhaps necessary. But, if that is the sum total of the four 
years of university training we have failed in our obligation to the 
student, society,and our institution. 
The laboratory is a unique classroom where facts cannot be passed 
from notes to notes without going through some mental processes. Facts 
must be found independently and the instructors knowledge directly 
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checked and in some cases challenged. Synthesis is undertaken and a 
theory proposed. The theory is tested either by interpolation or ex-
trapolation. This proce~s, often called the scientific method, is as 
f~ndamental to politics as it is to chemistry. A properly trained mind 
shoulQ be able to perform these mental functions and the best place to 
traip tnese skills is in the laboratory. 
Ideal Laboratory Experience 
I. Observation: Prpvides a student with the opportunity to observe 
a natural phenomena (~vascular system of a leaf, 
reaction of Cu with HCl, the colors of automobiles passing 
College and Universi~y Avenues.) 
II. Recording observations: Provides a student with the experience 
of recprding his observations for a permanent record. (~ 
a drawing, a written commentary, a series of measurements). 
III. Class~fying, organizing, and synthesizi~g observations: Provides 
a student with the opportunity to org~nize qis observations 
(~comparison of drawings, written records or measurements). 
IV. Proposing explanations: The experience of explaining or proposing 
an explanation or model for the observed data. 
V. Testing: Provides a student with the opportunity to carry out 
tests of the prqposed model or explanation. (~ extra-
polation of an expected response, further observations). 
Motion passed by the CNS Senate February 11, 1980 
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Senator Gish stated that he had a problem with the resolution based on 
its vagueness. He questioned how many courses offered by the university 
may meet the criteria stated in the resolution. 
Senator Hovet stated that the proposal cries for a definition of laboratory 
experience. She stated that courses in writing and in music and many others 
meet the standards of the methodology listed. 
Dean Me Collum stated that he wanted to get a definition from others as to 
what is laboratory experience. He stated that present categories in the 
general education program and the courses that are contained therein 
could meet the requirements of this resolution. 
Senator Metcalfe pointed out that in most of the areas of the social 
sciences and business courses are available which offer this type of 
laboratory experience. 
Senator Wiederanders stated that the concept is dear to his heart but 
that he was reluctant to support the resolution because of the loose 
definition of the lab experience. He stated he wanted a better definition 
of the lab experience and a definition as to how big the problem is at UNI. 
Registrar Leahy indicated that the Registrar's Office could m~ke a random 
sample of past graduates if a list of courses to look for was identified. 
Senator Wiederanders moved, Gish seconded, to substitute by referring the 
proposal back to the initiator asking for, a) clarification of the breadth 
of meaning of the term laboratory experience, b) an indication of the magnitude 
of the problem at the University of Northern Iowa. 
Professor De Nault rose and addressed the Senate. He stated the historic 
reasons for this resolution were because the new general education program 
does not have a category that is purely the domain of any one college. He 
stated with the addition of the course Biosphere in Category 2 that it 
allows for a student to meet the requirements of that category without 
having a laboratory experience. He stated he felt the resolution would not 
affect too many students since the resolution could be satisfied at any 
time by upper division or lower division work or work in major, minor 
or in the general education program. He stated he felt that a wider view 
is needed to the definition of lab experience. 
Senator Hovet indicated that the motion states that the Senate is in need 
of more information and that perhaps the General Education Committee or 
the University Curriculum Committee could be charged to conduct this 
investigation. 
Question on the motion to substitute was called. The motion to substitute 
passed. 
Senator Geadelmann moved, D. Davis seconded, to amend by substituting the 
General Education Committee for the College of Natural Sciences. 
Senator Abel stated she felt that this was a university-wide problem and 
not a problem centered solely in the general education program. 
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Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington indicated that perhaps the 
Educational Policies Commission was the best agency to conduct this 
investigation. 
Senator Hoff indicated that the case for the resolution was not strongly 
enough made by the College and that perhaps the matter should be refer~ed 
back to the College of Natural Sciences for additional information. 
Senator Schwarzenbach stated he felt that all students do have some 
lab experience. He stated that the problem is with the definition of 
lab experience. He questioned if we are failing at the university level 
or sole~y at the level of general education. 
Vice Chairperson Schurrer stated that she felt i~ was rea$onable to ask 
the College of Natural Sciences to come up with a more precise definition 
of laboratory experience and to then request the Educational Policies 
Commission to conduct a study of this area. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion to amend failed. 
Professor De Naul t s tated that the resolution contains five points 
and questioned if they were not sufficient to provide the definition for 
lab experience. He inquired as to what type of clarification the Senate 
wanted. Senator Wiederanders questioned the concept of an ideal laboratory 
experience and stated that a more precise definition is needed. 
Senator Gish stated that at some point we must get down to identifying 
specific courses that meet the parameters of the definition. He stated 
that he would like additional information. 
Question on the main motion was called. Motion passed. 
5. 261 211 Proposal for Requiring Instructor's Written Approval for Students 
to Add Courses After Instruction Has Begun (Memo from Robert Leahy, 2/25/80). 
The Senate had before it the following correspondence: 
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UN IVERS IT Y 0 F N 0 R THE R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa so613 
OffietJ of tile Registrar 
AREA 319 273-2241 
TO: John Tarr, Chair 
University Faculty Senate 
FROM: Robert Leahy, Registrar ~ 
DATE: February 25, 1980 
The Registrar and Scheduling Offices are attempting to bring greater efficiency 
to the change of registration procedure. Beginning with the Fall semester 1980 
we will b.e dropping and adding courses on-line. This will enable irrmedi'ate 
data file update and allow us to be more accurate in the reporting of faculty 
load, class size, enrollment and fee assessment. In addition, this change 
may allow us to hire less extra-help personnel to handle the massive work 
created by students changing their registrations. 
In order to accomplish this, we will need to know that space is available in 
courses the student wishes to add. Currently instructor approval is needed 
for courses to be added on the eighth through the fifteenth day of the semester. 
This new procedure requiring instructor approval with the first day will allow 
us to process material more quickly and allow instructors complete control 
over which students enter their courses after classes have begun. We therefore 
request the Faculty Senate•s consideration and approval of the following proposal: 
Commencing with the Fall semester 1980, any change of registration 
by adding on or after the first day of instruction will require the 
written approval of the instructor of the course to be added. Sig-
natures will not be required for open evening courses through the 
first week of the semester. 
Thank you for your assistance with this matter. 
ch 
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Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington moved, Hoff seconded, that commencing 
with the Fall semester 1980, any change of registration by adding on or 
after the first day of instruction would require the written approval of 
the instructor of the course to be added. Signatures will not be required 
for open evening courses for the first week of the semester. 
Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington reminded the Senate of the problem that 
was brought out last year by the Department of Modern Languages of having 
students add courses after the semester has begun. She stated that she felt 
the individual instructor was the best person to make the determination if 
the student should be allowed to add a course_ after ins.truction had begun. 
Senator D. Smith stated that this was a real problem particularly in 
the summer session arid stated that he heartily endorsed the proposal. 
Senator Abel stated that she was concerned of the effect this proposal 
would have on new students who register on or immediately after the first 
day of instruction. She stated that this proposal would require those 
individuals to get approval from each of the instructors of the courses 
in which they wish to register which would create a laxge amount of red 
tape and run around time for the student. She stated the university must 
be willing to meet some of the studentd and parents' expectations concerning 
registration. Senator Hoff stated that the students should be allowed to 
come to the individual class and ask for the signature of the instructor. 
Senator Abel stated that for the new student this procedure would be a 
detering factor in enrollment. She questioned if UNI was small enough 
to provide personal service to the students. 
Registrar Leahy rose and addressed the Senate. He stated that due to the 
large volume of changes in registration that it is impossible for the 
Scheduling Office to determine on the first or sec.ond day which classes 
are open. He pointed out that the motion refers to changes in registration 
and stated he felt that the Scheduling Office could make accommodation 
for late registrants. He stated that the students could be allowed to 
register for those courses which they knew were open and that they would 
be encouraged to secure signatures for the classes that are closed. 
Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington indicated that the students wish 
to be successful in the courses which they take. She stated that instructors 
should allow students to get in the courses in which they have a reasonable 
chance of being successful. 
Senator Dotseth indicated that some of the general education courses have 
such a large number of students enrolled that this procedure would create 
a burdensome amount of work on the individual instructor to meet with 
each of these students wishing to change their registration. 
Senator Hovet stated that this resolution smacks of a paternalistic attitude 
for students. She stated it isnot our function to warn them that they 
may not do well in the class. Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington disagreed 
stating that it was not paternalistic but rather giving the students some 
reasonable expectation information. 
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Registrar Leahy indicated that if the course is open and would not 
close, that the Scheduling Office could monitor this and aid students 
in their registration. He stated that the Scheduling Office could 
create a list of closed classes and those classes that are within five 
of being closed. He stated that the Scheduling Office could handle 
students wishing to get into these large classes and the late registrants. 
Senator Hoff inquired as to how he would know what space has been made 
available in his classes by those students who have dropped. Registrar 
Leahy indicated that this system would provide him no better information 
than he has now because of the lateness with which most st~d~nts drop 
courses. 
Senator Dotseth stated that he did not want to hear excuses of those 
students who wish to add his courses during the first seven instructional 
days. 
Greg Steele of UNISA asked that if this resolution was approved, if 
faculty could be more available during this time period to review 
student requests. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion failed. 
It was moved and seconded to adjourn. Motion passed. 
at 4:45 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Phillip L. Patton, Secretary 
Senate adjourned 
I 
These minutes shall stand approved as p~blished unless corrections 
or protests are filed with the Secretary of the Senate within two 
weeks of this date, March 17, 1980. 
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